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In response Lo «ha Office Adfaa dated March 17, 2005. Applies 
respectfully ^ucst ^ideralion based on above claim amendments and the 
follow remarks. Applets respectful snhmit that the claims a, Panted are 
in condition for allowance. 

A review of the claims indicates that: 

Claims 1-20 were originally submitted. 
Claims 1,8 and 16 are currently amended. 


Claims 1-2 and 7-12 are rejected under 35 US.C. §102(b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 5,0^,674 to Her (hereinafter "Her"). 

Claims 3 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as beinx unpatentable 
over Her in view of U.S. Patent No. 4 r >57,845 to Cornia (hereinafter "Cornia"). 

Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 5103(a) as being unpatentable over llcr 
in view ol'U.S. Patent No. 1,463,822 to Ittel (hereinafter "foel"). 

Claim 5 is rejects under 35 U.S.C §103(a) as br.in £ unpatentable over Her 
in view of U.S. Patent No. 5.216,940 lo Heddcn (hereinafter "Hidden"). 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 US.C. §103(a) as hang unpatentable over Her 
J in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,947,713 to Arnold (hereinafter "Arnold"). 

Claim 14 is rejected tmder 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
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Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Her in view of Comia, lud and Arnold. 


O;\D0CSyBEIV>y02USV4M12.fJOC 


PAGE 1 (W31 * RCVD AT 7/18/2005 5:44:34 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] * SVR:USPTO-£FXRF-6/32 * DNIS:2738300 * CSID:509 323 8979 * DURATION (mm-ss):07-18 


BEST AVAILABLE COPY 


JUL 18 2005 14:49 FR LEE - HAYES PLL 


509 323 8979 TO 15712738300 


P. 11/31 


S/N 10/668,091 


Response tn 


Office Action Dated March 17, 2005 


5 

7 
ft 

9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
Ifi 
17 

\x 

IV 
20 
21 
22 
li 


Claims 16-18 p. rejected under 35 U.S.C |103(.) - being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 4,620,46.) tn Gonzales, Jr. (hereinafter "Gonza.c.,, Jr.") in 
view of Her. 

Claims 16 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §H>3(a) as bein* unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. W 23 to Madeau hereinafter "Madeau") in view of Ha. 
Claim 20 ia rejected under 45 U.S.C. §103(a) M being unpatentable over 

Marlcau in view of Her and toe! 

Claims K-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. §1 12, second paragraph as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out. and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which Applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1 -20 remain in this application. 

In view of the following remarks, Applicant respectfully requests 
reconsideration oflhe rejected claims. 


^ycr §112, S«*ond Paragraph 
Claims 8-1 S 

Claims 8-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 1 12, second paragraph as being 
rodefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctiy claim the object 
matter which Applicant regards as the invention. In particular, "the second 
fastener", recited in claim S is died as lacking antecedent basis. Claim 8 is 
amended to cure ihe cited deficiency. 
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n«gm« 1.7, and 7-13 

Claims 1-2 aud M2 or, reject under 33 U.S.C |1IHQ0 as oein* 
onticipated by Her. Applicant respectfully traverse H* rejection. 
Amended Independent claim 1 recites: 

A one piece multi-purpose hand tool, comprising: 
a socket body having a socket at a first end; 

'JSfiSL connected between . second end of the socket body 
and the key lip, wherein the ann portion defines an openm,. to receive a 

body, to key np, and the a™ portion arc of one piece, 

unitary construction. 

Her fails to disclose the one piece multi-purpose hand tool of claim 1. 
Rather, Her discloses a hand tool having a tubular body 20, with hexical joints 21, 
22 formed at both ends. (Mr, column 1, lines 51-53). ThehexjoinK 21. 22 may 
be used to receive a variety of interchangeable connecting blocks 30, 40 having a 
plurality of heueal-shaprf «*™ing B to facilitate engagement with various sizes of 
standard hcxical screws m order to &st«n or unfasten various sizes of bolts or nuts. 
{Her, column 1, lh.es SK-68). Projections 32, 42 on the connecting blocks 30, 4U, 
respectively, mate with holes 24, 7.4 on the hexical joints 21, 27 allowing the 
connecting blocks 30, 40 to he attached and removed easily from the the hexical 

joints 7.1, 22. (Her, column 1, lines SV-M). Her also discloses a variety of 
interchangeable bits Ml. 60, 70, which may be detechably attnohed to hexical holes 
33, 43 in the connecting blocks 3D, 41). (Her. column 2, lines 1-18). 


OADOCSUJEIVOOOJUSW [J tf .DOC 


PAGE 12/31 » RCVD AT 7/1812005 5:44:34 PM [Eastern Daylight Tie] ' SVR:USPTO«EFXM * DNIS:2738300 1 CSID:509 323 8979 * DURATION (mnws):0M8 


JUL 18 2005 14:49 FR LEE - HAYES PLL 


509 323 8979 TO 15712738300 
RM to Offiw Action DatedMarch 17, 2005 


P. 13/31 


5 
6 


8 

10 
11 

12 
13 
H 
t.1 
16 
U 

u 

19 

10 

21 

22 

23 

U 

25 


Thus, in order to use a bit 50. 60, 70 with the hand tool disclosed in Her, a 
connecting block % 40 must first be attached to the tohular body 20. Then the 
user must subsequendy attach a bit 50, 60, 70 to the connecting block 30, 40. As a 
^sult three separate components must be combine* by a user before the 
functionality of one of .hose component* - the bit 50, 60, 70 - can he exploited. 
In this manner, Her effectively represents the very prior art that Applied sought 
to overcome - an unwieldy combination of tool components. This is markedly 
different than "the socket body, the key tip, and the arm portion are of one piece, 
unitary conRtmction" as recited in claim 1 

Her also discloses an opening 25 formed in the body 20 into whieh a spoon 
shaped member 80 may be inserted. (Hr. column 2, lines 24-32). The sole 
disclosed purpose of member 80 is the adjustment of spokes on a bicycle through 
„ of a connecting slot 82 wh,ch functions as a "stop"- Her fails to disclose or 
make any mention of the member 80 bein* a tonquc arm, or being used to generate 
torque, in fact, Her's disclosure is inconsistent with such a notion. This can be 
90C n with refers to the plurality of Lexical shape openings formed in the 
connect^ MMkB 30, 40 as disclosed by Her. (Her, column 1, lines 61-67). If 
spoon shap«l member HU were to be used to apply torque about a luu K itudinal axis 
of die hody 20. such an action would be useless in utilizing the hcxicttl shape 
openings to fasten or unfasten bolts or nuts. Instead, the only plausible result 
would be the stripping of die hcxical shape openings, or die bolts or nuts. As a 
result, Hw not only tails to disclose 'the arm portion defines on opening to receive 
a torque arm device" as recited m claim 1, but Her also teaches away from using 
the opening 25 for any torque-related functionality. 
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The Office argues that 0. Canned hand tool is .shown in elements 40, 20. 
51and 7S (founding- 1-6). (Office Action, Page 2). A**-* respectfully 
disagrees. As noted above, Hex does not disclose "the socket body, d* key tip, 
and the arm portion are of one piece, unitary o-MtaT. ^ «" «* 
disclosed in Her includes many different exponents which may be deUchably 
attached to the body 20, or to the conneeting blocks 30, 40 - which arc themselves 
attached to the body 20. Thus the bind toot in Her is nonunitary and requires the 

assembly of several pieces. 

Moreover, the elements cited by the Office fail to include "an arm portion 
connected between a second end of the socket body and the key tip, wherein the 
arm portion defines an opening to receive a torque arm device" Rather, the 
elements cited by the Office consist only of an opening 25 formed in the body 20 
into which a connecting slot 82 on a spoon shaped member 80 may be inserted 
such that the riot 82 may be used to function as a "slop" to facihtate the operation 
of adjusting me spokes ot a bicycle. The opening 25 is not used for any torque- 
rel^d nationality, and indeed, is ill-suited for such functionality. 

For these reasons, claim 1 is allowable over Her. Applicant respectfully 
requests that the § 102(b) rejection be withdrawn. 

Dependent claims 2 and 7 are allowable at the least by virtue of their 
dependency on base claim 1, as well as tor the additional elements they contain. 
Applicant respectfully requests that the §102(b) rejection of claims 2 and 7 be 
withdrawn. 
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Amended independent, claim S recites: 

A one piece multi-purpose hand tool, comprising: 
means for totquing a firsl fcmalc. fastener; 
mean* for socket wenching a aecond fastener, and 
an arm portion connected between the «». for t 
means for socket wrenching, wherein the arm portion defines an opening to 

^i^^^^i^ Ac means Tor socket wrenching, 
and the arm portion are of one piece, unitary construction. 

Her fails to disclose (ha one piece multi-purpose hand tool of claim 8, As 
discussed above in conjunction with claim 1 , Her discloses attaching a connecting 
block 30, 40 to the tubular body 20. then attaching a bit 50, 60, 70 to the 
connecting block 30, 40. Under Her, three separate component, must be 
combined by a user before the nationality of one of those components - the bit 
bO, 60, 70 - can be exploited. In contrast, »u such assembly in needed in order to 
use the bind tool recited in claim 8. Th™ results because Ihe band tool in claim 8 
recites that 'Ihe means tor torqumfc the means for socket wrenching, and the arm 
portion arc of nnc piece, unitary construction". 

Moreover, Hci also foils to disclose "an ami Portion connected between the 
means Cox tnrquing and the mean* for socket wrenching, wherein hV arm portion 
defines an opening lo receive a torque arm device", instead, Her discloses an 
opening 25 formed in the body 20 into which a spoon shaped member 80 having a 
connecting slot 82 may be inserted, with the slot S2 Rinctiomng as a "stop" to 
facilitate the operation of adjusting the spokes of a bicycle. If, for the sake of 
argument, the spoon shaped member 80 was used to apply a torque to the 
longitudinal axis of the body 20, me result would be the deleterious stripping of 
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MM or to bote or « w«h wWch to M *P< 

openings might be engaged. 

The Office relies on the « grounds to reject claim 8 as noted above in 
^junction with claim 1, namely element* 40. 20, 51 and 25 (found in Figs. 1-6). 
(Office Actio* fago 2). Applicant nspectfully disagrees. As noted above, Her 
Uoes not disclose "the means for torquing, the means for socket wrenching, and 
the arm portion arc of one piece, unitary construction" toft* the hand ton. 
dittoed in Her includes many different components which must be detachnbly 
attached to the body 20, or to the connecting blocks 30, 40 winch themselves must 
be attached to the body 20. Thus the hand tool in Ilcr is nonunitary and requires 

the assembly of several pieces. 

Moreover, the elements cited by the Office also fail to include "an arm 
portion connected between the means for torquing and the means for socket 
wrenching, wherein the arm portion defines an opening to receive a torque arm 
device". Radier, the elements cited by the Office consist only of an opening 25 
formed in the body 20 into which a connecting slot 82 on a spoon shaped member 
80 may be inserted such that the slot 82 may be used as a "stop" to facilitate the 
operation of adjusting the spokes of a bicycle. The opening 25 disclosed in Her is 
not used for any torque-related functionality, and indeed, would be ill-suited for 
such functionality. 

For these reasons, claim 8 is allowable over Her. Applicant respectfully 
requests that the § 102(b) rejection he withdrawn. 

Dependent claims 9-12 are allowable at the least by virtue of their 
dependency on base claim 1, a* well as for the additional elements they contain. 
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Applicant respectfully reqnesta that the §l<n(b) rejection of claims 9-12 be 
withdrawn. 


P. 17/31 
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m remaining claims am rejected under a set of § 103 rejections, all of which 
on Her in conation with other refers. Mo,l of the claims depend Cram 
base claims 1 and 8 addressed above. Claim 16 is independent and will be discussed 
in more detail below. 
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tf er +Coroia 

Claims 3 and 13 stand rejected under 35 IJ.S.C §l03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Her in view of Comia. Applicant respectfully travel the 
rejection. 

Claims 3 a»d H depend ftom respective independent claims 1 a«d 8. As 
such, they include the features recited in these base claims. The combination of 
Her end Comia fails to teach or n*** *e features of these base claims from 
which the cifed claims depend. Her is primarily cited as teaching the base 
feature* end Comia is cited a, teaching a notch in a key tip. (Office Acliou, Page 
2). 

With respect to dependant claim 3, neither reference discloses "the socket 
body, the key tip, and the arm portion are of one piece, unitary construction" as 
required by claim 1 ftom which claim 3 depends. Her specifically teaches a 
nonunitary hand tool which requires the. assembly of several pieces. Kor example, 
under Her, flute separate components must be combined by a user before the 
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finality of one at those compos* - the bit 50, 60, 70 - can be exploited. 
Essentially Her represents the. very prior an that Applied sought to overcome. 

Cnmia offers no missing teaching. 

In addition, neither reference discloses "an arm portion conned between 
a second end of the socket body and the key tip, wherein the aim portion defines 
an opening to receive a torque arm device" as required by claim 1 from which 
claim 3 depends. Her specifically teaches an opening 25 formed in the body 20 
into which a spoon shaped member 80 may be inserted, with the sole disclosed 
purpose of member SO being the adjustment of spokes on a bicycle rtirough use of 
a connecting slot 82 which functions as a "stop"- Her does not teach using the 
opening 25 to receive a torque arm device, and indeed, the opening 25 is ill-suited 
for such a use. 

Comia offers no missing teaching. Accordingly, the combination of Her 
„d Comia fails to teach or suggest (be too) of claim 3. Applicant respectfully 

requests that the §103 rejection of claim 3 be Withdrawn. 

With respect to dependant claim 13, neither Her nor Comia discloses "the 
means for torquing, the means for socket wrencliiiig, and the arm portion are of 
one piece, unitary construction" as required by claim $ from which elaim 13 

depends. Her specifically teaches a nontmitary hand tool which requires the 
assembly of several pieces. For example, under Her, three separate components 
must he combined by a user before the functionality of one of those components - 
the bit 50, 60, 70 - can be exploited. Essentially Her represents the very prior art 
that Applicant souuht to overcome Comia offers no missing teaching. 

t 


15 


G:\DOCS\BblVlW02US\74t3IJ.DOC 


PAGE 18/31 * RCVD AT 7/18/2005 5:44:34 PM (Eastern Daylight Time] » SVR:USPTO-EFXRF-6/32 ' DNIS:27 38300 * CSID:509 323 8979 1 DURATION (miMS):0M 8 


JUL 18 2005 14:51 FR LEE - HAYES PLL 


509 323 8979 TO 15712738300 P. 19/31 

Respond to Action IXted M»* 17. 2005 


4 

5 
7 


9 
tu 
U 
1* 

n 

14 

15 

10 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 
33 
24 
25 


In addition, neither referent discloses "an arm portion connected between 
the means for torquing and the means for socket wrenching, wherein the arm 
portion defines an opening to receive a torque arm device" a* required by claim 8 
from which claim 13 depends. Her specifically leaches an opening 25 formed in 
the body 20 into which a spoon shaped member 80 may be inserted, with the sole 
disclosed purpose of member 80 being the adjustment of spokes on a bicycle 
through use of a connecting slot 82 which functions as a "stop". Her fails to 
disclose or make any mention of the member 80 being a torque arm, or being used 
to generate torque. Nor docs Her teach using the opening 25 to receive a torque 
arm device. Indeed, the openim* 25 » ill-suited for such a use. 

Comia offer, no missing teaching. Accordingly, the combination of Her 
and Cumin fails to teach or suggest the tool of clahn 13 Applicant respectfully 
requests that the §103 . ejection of claim 13 be withdrawn. 


IlSr+Ittel 

Claim 4 stands rejected uuder 35 IJ.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Her in view of Utel. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Ittel is cited us teaching an opening extending partially through an arm for 

* 

receiving a torque member. (Office Action, page 3). 

Ittel and Her, alone or in combination, neither teach nor disclose "the 
socket body, the key tip, and the arm portion are of one piece, unitary 
construction" as recited in claim 1 from which claim 4 depends. Rather both Ittel 
and Her teach look which must be assembled from several parts, in effect 
representing the same prior art which Applicant sought to overcome. 
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Moreover, Ittcl teaches -way tr.tr, a combination with Her. According to 
the teachings of Ittel, arm 4 is used to apply a torque about a lonRitudinal axis of a 
head 1 which is formed with a socket 2 to receive a nut or bolt. (Wei, line 39-70, 
and Fig*. 1 and 2). If such a torque were applied by the spoofl shaped member 80 
in Her, the body 20 would have torque applied about its longitudinal axis. Such an 
action would not only be useless in utilizing ihe hexical shape openings to fasten 
or unfasten bolts or nuts, but would result in the deleterious stripping of the 
hexical shape openings and/or the bolts or nuts being engaged by the hexical shape 
openings. Hu» the combination Her and Ittel fails to disclose, teach or suggest 
"an aim portion connected between a second end of the socket body and Ihe key 
tip, wherein die aim portion de flnes an opening to receive a tornue aim device". 

Accordingly, the combination of Her and Ittel kils to teach or suggest die 
tool of Claim 4. Applicant respectfully requests that the §103 rejection of claim 4 
be withdrawn. 
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Her fHcdden 

Claim 5 ^ds rejected under 35 U.S.C §KB(a) as being unpatentable 
over Her in view of Hedden. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Hedden is cited a* teaching a socket wrench tool being formed of metal. 
(Office Action, page 3). Hedden provides no teaching regarding '1he socket body, 
the key tip, and the arm portion are of one piece, unitary construction" as recited 
by claim 1 from which claim 5 depends. As noted above, Her teaches tools which 
must be assembled from several pans, in effect representing the eame prior art 
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which A*** sought to overcome. Hedden foils to add any relevant teaching 

with respect to this feature. 

Moreover, the combination ufHer and Hedden fails to teach or suggest, "an 
ann portion connected between a second end of the socket body and the key tip, 
wherein the arm portion defines an opening to receive a torque arm device". As 
noted above, Her fails to disclose or make any mention of the opening 25 being 
useful to receive a torque arm device. Rather, the orientation of the hexical 
openings relative to the opening 25, render the opening 25 useless for such an 
application. Heddcn tails to add any relevant teaching with respect to thia feature. 

Accordingly, the combination of Her and Hedden fails to teach or suggest 
the tool of claim 5. Applicant respectfully requests that the 8103 rejection of 
claim 5 be withdrawn. 


Claim 6 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §UH(a) as being unpatentable 
over Her in view of Arnold Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Arnold is cited as teaching a plastic shcalli around a socket. (Office Action, 
pa X e 3). Arnold provides no teaching regarding "the socket body, die key. tip, and 
the arm portion are of one piece, unitary construction" as recited by claim 1 from 
which claim 6 depends. As noted above, Her teaches tools which must be 
assembled from several parts, in effect representing the same prior art which 
Applicant sought to overcome. Arnold fails to add any relevant teaching with 
respect to this feanire. 
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Moreuvex, *e combination of Iter and Arnold fails to teach or au^est, »«« 
mu p£tft ior, connected between a second end of the socket body and the key tip, 
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wherein the arm portion defines an opening to receive a torque ann device". As 
noted above, Her fails to disclose or make any mention of a torque arm being nsed 
to generate torque. In addition, Che orientation of the helical openings relative to 
toe opening 25, render the opening 25 useless for such an application. Arnold Ms 
to add any relevant teaching with respect to this feature. 

Accordingly, the combination of Her and Arnold fails to teach or suggest 
the tool of claim 6- Applicant respectfully requests that (he |1I0 rejection of 
claim 6 he withdrawn* 
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Her +Cottu a+lUgl 

Claim 14 stands rejected unUci 35 U.K.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Her in view of Comia (as applied above), and further in view of ML 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Claim 14 depends Horn claim X, and hence requires that "the means for 
torquing, the means for soctet wrenching and the arm portion are of one piece, 
unitary construction". A* discussed above, Her, Coniia, and Mel, taken alone or 
in eombinatiun, fail to tcaeh such an element Moreover, as also diseased above, 
Her, Cornia, and Ittel, taken alone or in combination, also Qui to teach "an arm 
portion connected between the means for torquing and the means for socket 
wrenching, wherein the arm portion defines . an opening to receive a torque arm 
device" as required by claim 8 from which idaim 14 depends, for these reasons, 
claim 14 should be allowed 
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Tfcr -t-Com^ Lttc] l Arnold 

Chin. 15 .stands rejected unde, 35 U.S.C §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over ller in view of Coraia and Ittel (as applied above), and further in view of 
Arnold. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Claim 15 depends from claim 8, and hence requires that "the means for 
torquing, the means for socket wrenching, and the arm portion arc of one piece, 
unitary construction". As discussed above, Her, Comia, Ittel, and Arnold, taken 
alone or in combination, fail U> teach such an element Moreover, as also 
chso,^ above, Her, Comia, Ittel, and Arnold, taken alone or in combination, 
also fail to teach "an arm portion coveted between the m«u.s lor torquing and 
the means for socket wienchmg, wherein the aim portion defines an opening tn 
receive a torqtir. arm device" as requiied hy claim 8 from which claim 14 depends. 

In addition, by requiring a combination of 4 different references, the Office 
creates die v«y scenario which Applicant sought to overcome - an unwieldy 
combination of tools which weighs more and takes up more space than the hand 

tool recited in claim 1 

For these reasons, claim 15 should be allowed 
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Gonzales. Jr. + Hg: 

Claim 16-1K stand injected under 35 U.S.C. §103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Gonzales, Jr. in view of Her. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 
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Amended Independent claim 16 recites: 

iSXSSS^^ body having a Got.** afirst 
key ijjXSXSfi^ connected between the first socket body^d 
toft* key tip, whereia the first arm portion includes a torque arm opening 
to receive a toique arm device; and . _ < 

a second tool including a second socket body having a second 
socket, a second key tip, and a second arm portion connected between the 

further wherein the torque arm opening of the first arm portion remains 
accessible to receive the torque aim device. 


Gonzales, Jr. and Her, alone or iu combination, do not disclose, teach or 

suggest the elements of claim 16. 

The Office cites Gonzales. Jr. as leaching first and second interconnected 
socket bodies 12, sockets 13, arms If., and key tips 14. (Office Action, page 4). 
The Office argues that it would have been obvious to combine these elements wHh 
lhe socket body 40, arm 20, key tip 5 1 and opening 25 as laugbt hy I Icr to arrive at 
the hand tools iwiterf in claims 16 19. Applicant respectfully disagrees. 

As discussed above, Her fails t* disclose, teach or suggest "a first arm 
portion connected between the first socket body and the first key tip, wherein ibe 
find arm portion includes a torque arm opening to receive a torque arm device". 
Instead, Her discloses an opening 25 formed in the body 20 into which a spoon 
shaped member 80 having a connecting slot 82 may be inserted, with the slot 82 
functioning as a "stop" to facilitate the operation of adjusting the spokes of a 
bicycle. The spoon shaped member 80 is not a torque member, and the opening 
25 is ill-suited to receive a torque arm device. In fact, were the opening 25 to be 
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us ed to receive . torque arm device applying torqnc to the lonpludinal axis of the 
body 20, (he res.lt would be the deleterious stripping of the hexical shape 
openings, or the bolt, or not, with which the hexical shaped openings might be 
engaged. Gonzales, Jr. offers no missing teaching. 

According to Gonralcs Jr., single socket members 12 may be 
interconnected such that a middle section 16 of each socket member 10 may be 
interfit into a next larger adjacent sized socket member 1 0, with a shank end 14 of 
each socket member 10 being fit into an inset 18 of the adjacent socket member. 
(Gonzales, Jr., column 1 line fi5-col.2 line 4, see also Fig. 4). 

No motivation is provided as lo how a torque aim opening conld be formed 
in the apparatus disclosed in Gonzales, Jr. in a manner consistent with Her. 
Rather, Gonzales, Jr. tcachee away Horn such a combination with Her since the 
socket members 12 in Gonzales, Jr, overlap to such an extent that if an opening 
existed through the hody of a socket memher, once interlocked with another 
socket member, the opening would be blocked by foe interconnected socket 
member, thus precluding the insertion of a torque arm. As such. Goiuales, .lr. and 
Her cither alone, or in combination, fail to disclose, sh«w, teach or suggest "the 
torque arm opening of ttlO first arm portion remains accessible lo receive the 

torque arm device". 

Accordingly, the combination of Gonzales, .lr. and Her fails lo leach or 
suggest the set of tools of claim 16. Applicant respectfully requests that the §103 
rejection of claim 16 he withdrawn. If die rejection is maintained, Applicant 
respectfully requests lhat the Office provide more description as to how die 
teachings of Tier and Gonzales, Jr. may be comhmcd. 
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Dependant claims 17-18 depend from base claim 16 and are allowable by 
vutuc of this dependency as well as for the additional elements they contain. 
Applicant respectfully requests that the §103 rejection of claims 17 and 18 be 
withdrawn. 


Mnrleau+He r 

Claim 16-19 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1103(a) as being unpatentable 
,11 ovcrMaricaninvicwofHer. Applicant respectfully Inverses the rejection. 
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Amended independent claim 16 recites; 

A set of look, comprising: *tw 

a fan tool including a first Bucket body having a first socket, £ bnil 
key lip and a first arm portion connected between the first socket hody and 
the tot key tip, wheiein the first, arm portion includes * torque arm openmp. 
to receive a luique aim device; and m 

■ d second tool including a second socket body having i second 
socket, a second key tip, and a seconri Arm portion conneclrd between the 
second socket body and the scr^nd key tip, 

wherein lb second tool is removably nested withm the fixtt tool and 
further wherein the torque arm opening of the first arm portion remains 
accessible to receive The torque arm device. 


Marfeau and Her, alone or in combination, do nut disclose, teach or suggest 

the elements of claim 16. 

Marleau is cited as teaching all of the claimed subject matter of claims 16- 
19 except for a torque opening in an arm. (Office Action, page 4). The Otf cc 
concedes that Marleau only teaches a torque opeiunx in the socket body. (Office 
Action, page 4). Despite this, the Office asserts and that it wuold have been 
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ob^ous to one having ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings ofMarleau 
with those of Her to arrive at an opening in an arm. (Office. Action, page 4). 

In citing Marleau, the Office omits identifying the specific dements of 
Marleau that correspond to the element, of claim 16, so Applicant in a good faith 
effort to respond to the Office Action identify the elements or Marleau that 
Applicant believes the Office intended to apply in the rejection. 

Marleau discloses in Kigs. 1-4 a numba of tool segments having: a wrench 
socket 14 (which Applicant assumes the Office argues is equivalent to a socket 
body); a head 12 (which Applicant assume the Ott,cc argues is equivalent to a 
key Up); a shank 10 (which Applicant, assumes the Office argues in equivalent to 
an arm portion) and a hexa £ r»nal bore 18 m the socket 14 (which Applicant 
assumes the Office argues is equivalent to an opening to receive, a torque arm 
device). 

As conceded by the Office, Marleau does not disclose any openings in the 
shank 10. Therefore, Marieau does not teach "(he first arm portion includes a 
torque arm opening to receive a torque ann device" as recited in Claim 16. 
Rather, as disclosed al col. 2, lines 21-28, Marleau disclose* engaging the shank 
10 of another tool segment within the bore ) K (in socket 14) to provide rotational 
leverage, Clearty, it would not he possible to form bote IX in shank 10 as they 

have ruu^ily the same width. 

Her fails to add any relevant teaching with respect to this feature- The 
Office cites Her as teaching an opening 25 in an arm 20 to receive a torque arm 
80. (Office Action, page 5). However, as discussed above, Her feils to disclose, 
leach or suggest "a first arm portion enmrxtod between the first **tat hndy and 
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the fin* key tip. whriein the first am portion includes a torque ami opening to 
receive a torque arm device". Insert, Tier discloses an opening 25 formed iu the 
body 20 into which a spoon shaped member 80 having a connecting slot 82 may 
be inserted, with the slot 82 fa**** ™ o W to 6**0* the op«6» of 
adjusting the spoke, of a bicycle. Opening 25 is not configured to receive a torque 
arm devic*. In fact, were opening 25 to be used to receive such an arm, and if me 
arm were to be used to apply a torque to the longitudinal axis of the body 20, the 
result would be the deleterious stripping of the hexical shape openings, or the bote 
or nuts with which the hexical shaped openings might be cngoged. 

. Moreover, Marieau teaches away from combining its teachings with those 
of Tier. This arises because the bore 18 taught by Marieau has roughly me same 
width as the shank 10. As a result, the shank 10 is too small to operatively have a 
bore 18 ninning through it, and thus placing an opening 7.5 as taught by Her into 
the shank 10 would make no operative sense. 

Thus, eince Her provide* no teaching of a toque arm opening, and since 
Marieau leaches away from including a such an opemng in the shauk 1 U, Marieau 
and Her, taken alone or in combination, foil to disclose, teach, or suggest "a first 
arm portion connected between the firsl socket body and the first key tip, wherein 
the first arm portion includes a torque arm openm* to receive a torque arm 
device". 

Accordingly, the combination of Marieau and Her fails to teach or suggest 
(he set of tools of claim 16. Applieu.il respectfully requests that the §103 rejection 
of claim 16 be withdrawn 
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Dependant claims 17-19 depend hm base claim 16 and are allowable by 
virtue of mis dependency as well as for the additional elements (bey contain. 
Applicant respectfully requests thai the §103 rejection of claims 17-19 be 
withdrawn. 

Marleau +He r±iael 

Claim 20 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. §l03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Maricau in view of H« ( M applied above) and further in view of Ittel. 
Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 

Claim 20 depends from claim 16, and henee requires first arm portion 
connected between the first socket body and the first key tip, wherein thr. first arm 
portion includes a torque arm opening to receive a torque arm device". As 
discussed abovr I ler and Marleau, taken alone or in combination, fed to teach 
such an clement, and in fact, Marleau teaches away from combination with Her. 

Ittel offers no missing teachings. The Office cites Ittel as disclosing an 
opening extending partially through an aim to receive a torque member, however, 
as discussed above Ittel teaches away from a combination with Her. Accuse to 
Ittel, arm 4 is used to apply a torque about a longitudinal axis of a head 1 which is 
formed with a socket 2 to receive a nut or boh. If such a torque were applied by 
flie spoon shaped member 80 in Her, the body 20 would have torque applied about 
its longitudinal axis. Such an action would not only be useless in utilizing the 
hexical shape openings lo fasten or unfasten bolts or nuts, but would result in the 
deleterious stripping of the hexical shape openings and/or the bolts or nuts being 
engaged by the hexical shape openings. 
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Thus, since the combination Marleau, Her and Ittel tail, to disclose, leach 
or suggest ^ first arm portion connected between the first socket body and the 
first key tip, wherein the first arm portion includes a torque arm opening to receive 
a torque arm device", «id since Her teaches away from a combination with 
Marleau, and Ittel teaches away from * combination with Her, claim 20 should be 
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The Applicant snhmits that all of the refining claims ue in condition for 
allowance and respectfully reouest* that a Notice of Allowability be issued. It the 
Office's next anticipated arfion is not the issuance of a Notice of Allowability, the 
Applicant respectfully requests Out the undersigned attorney be contacted fo, the 

puipoac of scheduling an interview. 


Respectfully Submitted* 


Dated: >Ua IfrtaS 


By: \ 


Jim Patterson 
Reg. No. 52,103 
Attorney for Applicant 

LEE & HAYES PLLC 
Suite 500 

421 W. Riverside Avenue 
Spokane, Wasliiugtrm 99201 
Telephone: 509-324-9256 *247 
Facsimile: (509) 323-8979 
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